
D A X :  

REPLY TO 
A m  OF: EM-453 (J , 21 occo, - 903 -7459) - 

WBJCCT: Cements for Rocky F l a t s  Draft Phase I Remedial F i e l d  Investigation/Remedial 
Investigation Technical llanorandurn Number 1 ,  Inside B u i l d i n g  Closures 
(Operable Unlt 15) ,  February 1994 

B. Fitch, Rocky f l a t s  Off.ice 
TO: 

The Office o f  Southwestern Area Programs, Rocky Flats (RF) Branch, has 
reviewed the "Draft  Phase I Remedial F i e l d  lnvestigation (RFI)/Remedial 
Investigation (RI) Tcciiilical Memorandum Number 1, RF Plant, Inside Building 
C1 osures (Operable Unit 15)' February 1994, document. 
attached comments during t h e  document finalization process. 

P1 ease address the 

Our main concern w i t h  t h e  document is as follows:  

Section 7 indicates th;t upon receipt of comments t h i s  document w i l l  Lz 
modified and tho title ctiiinged t o  "Draf t  Phase I RFI/RI." 
n o t  presently formatted as required i n  the Interagency Agreement. 
S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  t h e  docrimnt does not  contain a Preliminary Site 
Characterization, Base7 ine Risk Assessment, or Environmental Eva1 uation. 
Rocky Flats  Plant has been provided direction from t he  regulators that this 
information is unnecessary for this  report,  then the document introduction 
should  Znclude the appropriate references. 

The document is 

If 

Please contact .me at 301-903-8191 or Jeff Ciocco a t  301-903-7459 i f  you have 
any questions regarding these comcnts. 

Attachment 

cc w/Attachment : 
R, Schassburger, RF 
S. Grace, RF 

cc w/o Attachment: 
C .  Gesalman, EM-453 

Rocky F la t s  Branch 
Rocky Flats/Al buquerque Production Division 
Office of Southwestern Area Programs 
Envi ronmen t a1 Rest orat  i on 



DOCIJHWT R E Y I R I :  DRAFT PHASE I Rcmedfal Fleld Investigation/Remedicl 
Inves t iga t ion  TECHflICAL M L H O W U H  IIUHBER 1, ROCKY FLATS PLAKT, INSIDE 

BUILDING -CLOSURES - 
- 

(OPERABLE UHIT 15) 
PUBLISHED: FEBRUARY 1994 

- 

GENERAL COHHENTS 

1. The source of beryllium contamination and how this contamination is t o  be 
addressed should be further explained. Although beryl l ium i s  detected a t  
several  Individual Hazardous Substance S i t e s  (IHSSs), the  document 
concludes that such beryllium (see Speci f ic  Comment 11) w i l l  n o t  affect  
p u r s u l n g  clean closure and should be addressed as a general building 
concern. 
addressed and how the data collected d u r i n g  t h i s  ac t ion  will be 
Incorporated i n t o  further inves:igations. 
be inappropriate before the beryllium contamination issue is resolved. 

Please elaborate as t o  how the beryllium contamination wil l  be 

Clean closure o f  t h e  IHSSs may 

2. 

3. 

The report  presents two instances, Spec l f ic  Comments 7 and 10,  where 
de t ec t fon  levels  rrerz higher t h a n  the  screenin 

being reduced a f t e r  the surveys or i f  proposed detection limits were not 
achieved durlng thls investigatdon. 

The engineering drawlngs i n  Figures 2-2 t o  2-20 a r e  presented without A 
scale. 

levels .  The report shou ld  
discuss whether these detections were t he  r e m  s t of t he  screening level  

Please provlde the scale for each d r a w i n g .  

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

1. Section 1 .4 ,  page  (p.) 1-5, last paragraph, f i r s t  sentence: 
s t a t e s  t ha t  Section 2.0 o f  t h f s  document summarizes the Field S a m p l i n g  
Plan. 
the samples collected during the Phase I Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act Facll i ty. ,Investigation (FUI)/Remedi a1 Investigation ( R I )  
process and the rat ionale  f o r  the  sampling is essentially explained i n  
Section 3. The t e x t  would be much c l e a r e r  i f  Section 2 i s  merged i n t o  
Section 3. 

The sentence 

However, the section summarizes only the quantity and loca t ion  o f  

2. Section 2 . 4 ,  p .  2-8 ,  second paragraph: Please provlde a summary t a b l e  
sholting the results o f  the q u a l i t y  control sampling. 
Section 3 does n o t  provide a spec i f ic  break-out p r o v i d i n g  these sample 
r e s u l t s . ,  

The l i s t i n g  i n  

3. Section 2.5, p. 2-10, first paragraph: 
l imi t a t ions  t h a t  d i d  not allow f o r ,  input of sample  locat lons.  
systw, was unable t o  track sample loca t ions ,  then please explain h o w  this  
-information will not be 'lost" over t ime.  

Please clarify the  system 
If t h e  



4 .  

5. 

6. 

7. 

0 .  

9. 

S e c t i o n  3 . 0 ,  p .  2-1, second paragraph: I f  possible t h e  d a t a  presented i n  
the tables should be identlfled as  validated or invalidated. 
report i s  golng t o  be used for  making the decision n o t  t o  conduct planned 
f i e l d  work, then rerycsentatian of invalidated data i s  Tecessary t o  
adequately evaluate thc decision for  No Further Action a t  these IHSSs. 

I f  this 

Section 4.0, p. .4-1, first paragraph: Please c l a r i f y  the purpose o f  the 
screening process that  i s  used. 
include and exclude contaminants of concern, b u t  the process is n o t  well 
described. 

I t  appears that the screen is t o  both 

Section 4 . 0 ,  p .  C-1, second paragraph: 
in t h i s  paragraph. 
qual i t y  assurancc reasons. ' 

Please c lar i fy  the l a s t  sentence 
Specifically Identify w h a t  constitutes "chemical 

Section 4.0, p .  4 - 2 ,  last paragraph: The text  indfcates that the fixed 
alpha and beta-radiation survey w.I'll not be evaluated further because o f  
the high detection l l m i t  and the varlabll i ty o f  the results. 
decision raises the question concerning t h e  original goals and data 
quality objectives o f  the  fixed alpha-and beta-radiation survey, P lea se  
cl a r l  fy , 

This 

Section 5 . 1 ,  p .  5 - 6 ,  l a s t  paragraph: Thjs paragraph indicates t h a t  a more 
conservative dust-loadlng value (Hawley, 1985) i s  used i n s t e a d  of the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) approach. Please explain why a more 
Conservative dust l o a d  value i s  used,  (I . e . ,  does the NRC approach cause 
unacceptable uncertainty or risk). 

: The chemical constituent paragraph Sectlon 6.2,  p, 6-3, second 
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate ( EHP) detected i s  interpreted t o  be .the result 
of the use of plastic components in the hot water r insate .  , I f  the 
interpretatjon has n o t  been tested by sampling the water in contact w i t h  
p l a s t i c  component, then DEHP should n o t  be eliminated as a chemical of 
concern, I f  this  has been done, then the results of the  study should be 
referenced i n  the text. 

10. Section 6.4.1.1, p. 6 - 7 ,  third paragraph, second sentence: The sentence 
s tates  t h a t  t h e  method detection limit for beryllium i s  substantially 
above t h e  screening level. As shown i n  Table  5 - 3 ,  the noncarcinogenic 
screening level 1s 9660 mg/kg and carcinogenic screening level i s  1'.24 
mg/kg. I t  is unclear why the method detection l imit  is substantially 
above these levels.  Please  indfcate the method detection l l m l t .  In 
addition, i f  the method detection limit I s  substantially higher, the 
function o f  t h e  conservative screening level is unc lear .  Please clarify.  

11. Section 6 . 4 . 1 . 1 ,  p .  6 - 7 ,  third paragraph: The t e x t  s t a t e s  t h a t  the 
beryllium may be associated w i t h  other operations in  Building 865 and is 
n o t  associated specif lcal ly t o  IHSS 179;  therefore, " further  action on 
beryllium contamination should not be required to clean c lose  IHSS 1 7 9 . "  
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The same conclusions a re  also  drawn f o r  other IHSSs discussed in this 
technica l  memorandum. Regardless of  the source of the contamination, i t  
i s  n o t  c l e a r  how clean c losure  could be - reached i f  t h e  IHSSs have been contaminated. Please c l a r i f y .  - 

recommendations indicate that a d d t t i o n a l  a c t i v i t y  i s  going to'take place  
a t  1HSS.s 211 and 217. Therefore, t h e  use of No Further Act ion f o r  these 
IHSSs i s  rnlsleading. Tfia rocomendations presented f o r  action should be 
detailed and a schedule presented for accornpl ishing those act ions  
attached. S p e c i f i c a l l y  provlda how the sal1 surrounding the 881 footing 
d r a i n  wil l  be studied and the schedule for fume hood and l a b  tab le  
removal. 

- 

12. Table 6-1, p. 6-25: 713 footnoted information and corresponding tex t  

13. Section 7.0 ,  p. 7 - 1 :  
incorporation of a l l  conments on Technical Memorandum Number 1, t h e  
revised document wj l l  be submitted 2s t h e  Draft Phase I RFJ/RI Report for 
Operable U n i t  15." 
the sect ion contain irtvslidated data and t h e  d a t a  wi l l  be  incorporated 
into the  Phase I RFI/RI Report after  the  data validation process. 
addit ion,  the Interagency Agreement requires that the D r a f t  Phase I RFI/RI 
Report must contain a Baseline R i s k  Assessment (BRA). Please indicate 
how the incorporation or  ̂ the newly validated data wdll f i t  into  the 
schedule,  which indicatos t h a t  a r epo r t  will be ready by A p r i l  8, 1 9 9 4 ,  
and whether a complete BRA will be performed a f t e r  the completion of d a t a  
va l idat ion .  

I t  i s  proposed t h a t  "upon resolut ion and 

Section 3 .0  .ind.icates t h a t  t h e  r e s u l t s  presented I n  

In 
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